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PER CURIAM.

Lawrence C. Davis, Jr. appeals the Bankruptcy Appellate Panel’s (BAFP'S)
order affirming thebankruptcy court’ s' dismissal of Davis sbankruptcy petition. The

TheHonorable JamesJ. Barta, United States Bankruptcy Judgefor the Eastern
District of Missouri.



bankruptcy court dismissed the petition after Davisfailed to appear at the meeting of
creditors, and then failed to appear at alater show-cause hearing. The court denied
reinstatement of hiscase, and the BAP affirmed. Davisarguesthat hedid not receive
notice of the meeting of creditors, because the notice was sent to an address other
than the place of hisincarceration; he was unabl e to attend the meeting and the show-
cause hearing due to hisincarceration; the bankruptcy court abused itsdiscretionin
disregarding indications in the record that he was incarcerated; and he should have
been alowed to make the required appearances by aternative means, such as by
telephone.

Wefind no prejudicial abuse of discretion by the bankruptcy court. Davisdid
not list his prison address on his bankruptcy petition; did not contest that he received
notice of the initial or continued show-cause hearings; did not request alternative
arrangementsto physical appearance until after his case had been dismissed; and has
not shown that he was prejudiced by thedismissal. See11 U.S.C. § 349 (unlesscourt
orders otherwise, dismissal of case does not bar discharge--in a later case--of debts
dischargeabl e in dismissed case, and a so does not bar debtor from filing subsequent
petition unless case was dismissed for willful failure to abide by court orders or
debtor sought voluntary dismissal); Inre Sochia, 231 B.R. 158, 160-62 (Bankr. W.D.
N.Y. 1999) (debtor had not shownimmediate need for bankruptcy relief, or prejudice
fromwaiting until releasefrom confinement to file new petition and personally attend
creditors meeting); cf. Mullen v. Galati, 843 F.2d 293, 294 (8th Cir. 1988) (per
curiam) (dismissal may be warranted for persistent failure to prosecute complaint).

Accordingly, thejudgment isaffirmed. See8th Cir. R. 47B. Weaso deny the
pending motions as meritless or moot.
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